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LETTER 



TO 



THE ARCHBISHOP OF DUBLIN. 



A pamphlet has lately appeared, intituled ' The Right Prin- 
ciple of the Interpretation of Scripture, considered in reference 
to the Eucharist and the Doctrines connected therewith. A 
Charge delivered at the Triennial Visitation of the Province of 
Dublin. By Richard Whately, D.D., Archbishop of Dublin.' 

In p. 11 is the following passage : — 

" § 2. Among the causes which have led to the superstitious 
neglect of the Ordinance of the Lord's Supper by notions re- 
many, and in one christian Sect to the absolute Ew:hcSi8t. 
rejection of it, must be reckoned, I cannot doubt, 
the superstitions that have prevailed on the subject. For 
every kind of superstition, besides the intrinsic evil of it, 
has a tendency to cast discredit on any doctrine or institution 
that has been abused by an admixture of human devices. The 
' wall daubed with untempered mortar/ which has been built up 
by presumptuous Man, has a tendency to bring down in its 
fall the original and sound parts of the building. And thus 
the superstitious adoration of the elements of bread and wine — 
not to mention that it has exposed to contemptuous rejection 
the religion itself of which it was represented as a part — led, 
by a natural reaction, to the entire exclusion of the Sacrament 
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itself, which had been thus abused, from the list of christian 
Ordinances. The paradoxical and revolting character of the 
doctrine of Transubstantiation, and the superstitions resulting 
from it, caused a well-known Sect to reject the Eucharist 
altogether." 



And to this paragraph is appended a note, which is as 
follows : — 

" Of course the same divine authority which instituted the 
Sacraments may modify or annul them. And accordingly if 
any one declares that they are no longer to be literally cele- 
brated, professing to be 'moved by the Spirit* to say so (which 
is precisely equivalent to the expression of the ancient Pro- 
phets, 'thus saith the Lord'), he is to be obeyed, provided 
he gives the requisite proof of his divine commission by the 
display of those sensible miracles which were * the signs of an 
Apostle.' 

" But in the absence of any such proofs, such a pretender 
and his followers must be accounted guilty of a most profane 
presumption. 

" Barclay, in his Apology, notices the demand made of such 
miraculous proofs from those of his persuasion. And he 
attempts to meet the objection founded on the want of those 
proofs; which indeed was no more than needful; since the 
claim to a direct commission from Heaven is the very key- 
stone of their whole system — the one first link of the chain on 
which the whole depends. 

"He alleges that there is no need of miracles to confirm 
their doctrines : since these are what were taught by the 
Apostles, who did establish their claim by miraculous proofs. 
But this holds good only with respect to doctrines ad- 
mitted by all Christians. When any interpretation is taught 
wherein Christians are not agreed, and is declared to be esta- 
blished by a direct divine revelation, miraculous proof is needed 
of the truth of that interpretation. Thus, no fresh miraculous 
sign was required to convince the Jews of the divine authority 
of their prophetical writings ; but when these were interpreted 
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to denote the admission of ' the Gentiles to be fellow-heirs/ 
which the Jews did not acknowledge, then a miraculous proof 
was needed, and was accordingly given (Acts xi.), of this inter- 
pretation. But to assume that a certain doctrine, contrary to 
what is generally received, is that of the Apostles, and thence 
to infer that those who teach it are inspired, is a most palpable 
begging of the question." 

The following Letter has been prepared in consequence, and 
transmitted to the Archbishop. 



TO THE ARCHBISHOP OF DUBLIN. 

Our attention, as members of the Society of Friends, has 
been recently called to a passage in a Charge delivered by 
thee to the " Bishops and Clergy of the Diocese of Dublin," 
■on the occasion of thy last visitation, and to the note ap- 
pended to it; and as there is in both, and especially in 
the latter, a distinct reference to the opinions and practice 
of our Religious Society, and to the arguments on which 
it is assumed that those opinions and that practice are 
grounded, we trust that it will not be deemed an intrusion, 
if we briefly state what we apprehend to be misconceptions 
on thy part in regard to them. 

With thy masterly refutation of the errors of the Church 
of Rome, and explicit assertion of the great Protestant 
principle, — the duty of the exercise of individual judgment 
in matters pertaining to religious faith, — we cordially concur. 
Nor are we about, in the present letter, to set forth and 
argue in detail, as controversialists, the scriptural grounds of 
our Christian doctrine and practice on the special subject 
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referred to, but shall confine ourselves to a correction of 
those parts of the Charge and note which relate to ourselves, 
and which we deem inaccurate. These are — 

First The statement that "the paradoxical and revolting 
character of the doctrine of Transubstantiation and the super- 
stitions resulting from it caused us to reject the Eucharist," 
and that we are "guilty of the profane presumption" of 
" pretending a divine Commission " to " annul 4 a sacrament " * 
previously "divinely instituted." 

Secondly. The position that neither our doctrines nor our 
interpretation of Scripture can be supported without "mira- 
culous proof of the interpretation," because they are not 
" admitted by all Christians." 

And thirdly. The charge made, or at least implied, 
that the Society of Friends first " assume that a certain 
Doctrine, contrary to what is generally received, is that o£ 
the Apostles, and thence infer that those who teach it are 
inspired." 

Now, as to the first statement, a reference to Barclay,! Tuke,t 
Gurney,§ and other writers of the Society who have set 
forth and defended its principles, will show that neither has 
the idolatrous corruption of the rite been the cause of our 
rejecting it, nor have we ever asserted the subsequent repeal, by 
authority pretended to have been communicated to us, or to 



• The term "Sacrament," so far from being found in any of our Lord's 
discourses, is purely of human, if not of heathen, origin. 
i Barclay's ' Apology,' Prop. XIII. 
J Tuke's ' Principles,' Chapter VI. 
f J. J. Gurney's ' Observations,' Chapter IV. 
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our forefathers, of a rite originally established by Christ him- 
self. The ground taken is this, that according to the sound in- 
terpretation of the Gospel History and of the discourses of our 
Lord (especially when viewed in connexion with the spiritual 
character of the Gospel dispensation as contrasted with the 
Law), He, our Lord and Saviour, did not institute any such 
rite as an ordinance in his Church* 

We believe, according to the Scriptures, that on that night 
which immediately preceded the offering up of himself (as 
our true "passover" sacrificed for us, 1 Cor. v. 7), he partook 
of the Jewish rite of the passover on the same principle on 
which he had previously submitted to circumcision, and to 
John's baptism, and had paid the didrachm for the service 
of the Temple (called by our translators the tribute-money) 
— Matt. xvii. 24 — 27, all of which are now at an end, and 
that the main scope of our Saviour's words, whilst eating this 
his last paschal supper and partaking of the cup at supper 
and the cup after supper, incident to that Mosaic rite, was, 
to point the attention of his disciples to its antitype, the 
offering of his own body, and the shedding of his own blood, 
for the sins of the whole world. 

Our writers have also enforced the argument drawn from 
the narrative of our Saviour's last passover, by a reference 
to his language in the sixth chapter of John, 'in which the 
spiritual feeding upon his body is contrasted with the literal 
eating of the manna with which the Israelites were fed in the 
wilderness, and to his address, after his ascension, to the 
Church of Eaodicea (as given in the Book of Revelation), 
in which he promises to come in and sup with those who 
hear his voice and open the door unto him. 

Much more could be said in support of the view above 
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taken of the real purpose of our blessed Saviour's words 
and acts in reference to this subject; but our object in the 
present letter is not so much to defend our own doctrines 
and practice, as to show that the grounds of our dissent from 
the Churches of Borne and England, in this matter, have not 
been correctly stated. 

But, whilst we utterly disclaim the impious notion im- 
puted to us, of assuming to be " moved by the Spirit " 
to annul an ordinance established or a precept given by 
our Lord and Master, we do confess to maintaining 
more explicitly than many of our fellow- Christians, that 
the sons of God are led by the Spirit of God (Bom. viii. 
14); that the same Spirit by which holy men of old were 
moved to write the Scriptures is the true and efficient 
help for the right understanding of them, and that he not 
only guides into all Truth (John xvi. 13), but is the 
director of the Christian in his various duties, and espe- 
cially that through him alone is the true call received 
to the ministry of the Oospel. This latter point we 
are glad to think that the Church of England, on some 
occasions at least, recognises as distinctly as we do; 
since, in the Service for the Ordination of Deacons, they 
are expressly asked by the Bishop whether they trust that 
they " are inwardly moved by the Holy Ghost to take upon 
them this office and ministration," and would therefore, we 
apprehend, not be admitted to ordination unless they answered 
it affirmatively. 

Secondly. As to the proposition that no interpretation 
of Scripture can be supported without miraculous evidence 
of an express Divine commission, unless it be an interpretation 
in which all Christians are agreed, it is, we submit) entirely 
incorrect, as a rule, for the decision of questions between 
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Christians on . the interpretation of Scripture : and the 
attempt to make it apply as against the Society of Friends 
in particular, by the expression (in the fourth paragraph of 
the Note) which implies that they rest their authority for such 
interpretation on a direct divine revelation, is unwarranted by 
the fact, seeing that they explicitly submit all questions of 
doctrine in controversy to be decided by the Holy Scriptures 
alone. Eobert Barclay himself (who is especially referred to by 
thee) expressly says " We do look' upon them" [the Holy Scrip- 
tures] " as the only fit outward judge of controversies among 
Christians, and that whatsoever doctrine is contrary unto 
their testimony may therefore be justly rejected as false. 
And, for our parts, we are willing that all our doctrines 
and practices be tried by them ; which we never refused, nor 
ever shall, in all controversies, as the judge and test. We 
shall also be very willing to admit it as a positive certain 
maxim, That whatsoever any do, pretending to the Spirit, 
which is contrary to the Scriptures, be accounted and reckoned 
a delusion of the devil."* This was written in 1675: and 
that it continues to be the doctrine of the Society of Friends 
down to our own times may be seen from the language of 
the body in its collective capacity, as set forth in the printed 
General Epistle of their Yearly Meeting .in London in 1836, 
in which we find the following paragraph on this subject: — 
" It has ever been and still is the belief of the Society of 
Friends that the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testa- 
ments were given by inspiration of God ; that therefore the 
declarations contained in them rest on the authority of God 
himself; and there can be no appeal from them to any other 
authority whatsoever: that they are able to make us wise 
unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus, being the 
appointed means of making known to us the blessed truths 

* See Barclay's ' Apology/ Prop. m. 4 vi. 
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of Christianity; that they are the only divinely authorized 
record of the doctrines which we are bound as Christians 
to believe, and of the moral principles which are to regulate 
our actions ; that no doctrine which is not contained in them 
can be required of any one to be believed as an article of 
faith ; that whatsoever any one says or does which is contrary 
to the Scriptures, though under profession of the immediate 
guidance of the Spirit, must be reckoned and Accounted a 
mere delusion." 

In answer to the supposed necessity for the concurrence 
of all Christians in any particular doctrine, in order to 
establish its truth when its advocates assert it to rest on 
the true interpretation of Scripture, it would not be difficult 
to show the unreasonableness of requiring unanimity for the 
proof of any doctrine, or even of testing its soundness by 
a majority of votes ; but we trust it may be deemed 
sufficient, in addressing a Protestant theologian, to remind 
him of the large number of doctrines and of interpreta- 
tions of Scripture surely believed by most, if not all, the 
reformed Churches, which are nevertheless denied by the 
Greek Church and by the Church of Eome, and to the proof 
of which notwithstanding it would not be admitted by any 
Protestant that miracles are necessary. 

The passage in Barclay in which he is represented 
as attempting to meet the objection that miracles were 
" needed to confirm the doctrines " of the Society of 
Friends has, we submit, really nothing to do with the 
subject. It occurs in his proposition " concerning the 
Ministry" (Prop. X. § xii.) ; and he is not speaking of the 
proof of doctrines or of the establishment of any interpre- 
tation of Scripture whatever; but of the immediate call of 
individual Christians by the Spirit to the ministry of the 
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Gospel: a subject on which, as we have already seen, the 
theory of the Church of England, in a part of its ritual, 
agrees very closely with our own, however this important 
truth may, in practice, be too often lost sight of. Kobert 
Barclay says : — " Some unwise and unwary Protestants do 
sometimes object to us, That if we have such an immediate 
call as we lay claim to, we ought to confirm it by miracles. 
But this being an objection once and again urged against the 
primitive Protestants by the Papists, we need but in short re- 
turn the answer io it that they did to the Papists, to wit, That 
we need not miracles because we preach no new Gospel, but 
that which is already confirmed by all the miracles of Christ 
and his Apostles; and that we offer nothing but that 
which we are ready and able to confirm by the testimony 
of the Scriptures, which both already acknowledge to be 
true." 

Thirdly. As to the charge that the Society of Friends 
first " assume that a certain doctrine contrary to what is 
generally received is that of the Apostles, and thence infer 
that those who teach it are inspired" we must confess that, 
as no authority whatever is cited or referred to in support of 
this charge, and as we know of no such assumption or in- 
ference in any of the acknowledged writings or authoritative 
documents of the Society, we are utterly at a loss to con- 
ceive on what the supposition that we maintain so palpable 
a non sequitur depends. The statements which we have 
already made and the quotations which we have given 
under the various heads will go far to show our real views 
hereon. 

The foregoing remarks are respectfully offered to thy candid 
consideration ; and it will be a satisfaction to us to find that 
they have been so far successful as to lead, in a subsequent 
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edition, to some modification of the statements affecting a 
body of thy fellow- Christians, whom, we are persuaded, thou 
wouldst not intentionally misrepresent. 



Signed, on behalf and by direction of a small Com- 
mittee of the Religious Society of Friends, to 
whom is confided the caxe of noticing any publi- 
cations affecting its doctrines, by 

THOMAS NOETON, Clerk. 



Devonshire House, Houndsditch, London, 
17th of Uth Month, 1856. 



E. NEWMAN, PKINTEB, 9, DET0N8HIBE STREET, BI8HOPSGATB, LONDON. 
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